
{

\

9
Form-A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

Case No.- /2020

S.No. Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1 2 3

V,

The appeal of.Mr. Safiullah resubmitted today by Mr. Saadullah Khan 

Marwat Advocate may be entered in the Institutton Register and put up to 

the Worthy Chairman for proper order please. \ j

23/11/20201-

REGISTRARS\.
This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing'to be put2-

up there on
r\

CHAIRMAN
■}

V
!|

01.01.2021 Appellant presenl: through counsel. Preliminary arguments’; 

heard. File perused.
I

Points raised need consideration. Admitted to regular 

hearing subject to all legal objections. The appellant is 

directed to deposit security and process fee within 10 days. 

Thereafter, notices be issued to respondents for written 

reply/comments. To come up for written reply/comments on 

24.02.2021 before S.B.

n
Appellant sited 
lecurih'S Pro(«ssFee >

;

(Rq^'S Rehman) 
/^enmer (J)

'.r

Ji
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Junior to senior counsel for appellant is present. Mr. 
Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate Genera! for the 

respondents is also present.
Neither written reply on behalf of respondents submitted 

representative of the department is present, therefore, 
learned Additional Advocate General is directed to contact the 

respondents and furnish written reply/comments on the next 
date of hearing. Adjourned to 31.03.2021 on which date file to 

pome up for written reply/comments before S.B.

24.02.2021

nor

{ ;

V .

/

/•\ i

I Khanl(Muhamma
Member

Junior to counsel for the appellant present.31.03.2021

AddI: AG alongwith Mr. Nabi Gul, Supdt for 

respondents present.

Written reply/comments not submitted. 

Representative of the respondents seeks time to submit 

written reply/comments. Granted.

Adjourned to 02.06.2021 before S.B.

>v

(Atiq Ur Rehman Wazir) 

Member(E)

K,

' »■
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Junior to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak, AddL AG alongwith Younis Khan, S.I (Legal) for the 

respondents present.
Representative of the respondents seeks further time to 

furnish reply/comments. The respondents are directed to 

submit written reply/comments in office within 10 days, 
positively. If the written reply/comments are not submitted 

within the stipulated time, the office is directed to submit the 

file with a report of non-compliance. File to come up for 

arguments on 11.10.2021 before the D.B.

02.06.2021

■> ;

.•
1.
5/,
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Chairman

»•

Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Javed Ullah Assistant 
Advocate General for respondents present.

11.10.2021

Learned Members of the DBA are observing Sogh over the demise 

of Dr. Abdul Qadeer Khan (Scientist) and in this regard request for 

adjournment was made; allowed. To come up for arguments on 

22.12.2021 before D.B.

(Rozina'Rehman) 
Member (J)

(Atiq-Ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

Mr. Arbab Saiful Kamal, Advocate for the appellant present. 
Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Addl. AG for respondents.present.

22.12.2021

Former made a request for adjournment as he has not 

prepared the brief today. Adjourned. To come up for arguments 

before the D.B on 11.03.2022. i

/

rman(Atiq-Ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)
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ORDER
Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,26.01.2022

Additional Advocate General respondent present. Arguments heard and

record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, passed in service appeal 

bearing No. 15189/2020 titled Muhammad Zubair Versus District Police 

Officer, Lakki Marwat and two others", the instant service appeal is 

accepted. The impugned orders are set aside and the appellant is re

instated into service with all back benefits. Parties are left to bear their

own costs. File be consigned to record room.

ANNOUNCED
26.01.2022

Q
(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 

MEMBER (E)
(AHMAl^-SOCTAN TARBEN) 

CHAIRMAN f'

\
f

- i

<

■i

/;

A



i.

The appeal of Mr. Safiullah Ex- Constable No. 19 FC Police Station Gambial Lakki Marwat 

received today i.e. on 17.11.2020 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the 

counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Copy of bail order in respect of appellant mentioned in para-8 of the memo of appeal is 
not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

2- Copy of enquiry report against the appellant mentioned in para-9 of the appeal is not 
attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

/S.LNo

iSjlL /2020.Dt.

REGISTRAR 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

/<

Mr. Saadullah Khan Adv. Pesh.

3
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

S.A. No. /2020

%

Safi Ullah DPO & Othersversus

INDEX

S. No. Documents Annex P. No.

1-4Memo of Appeal1.
"A" 52. FIR dated 26-09-2020

3. 6-7Interrogation Report dated 27-09-20

4. "C" 8-10Statements dated 05-10-2020

5. "D" 11Subsequent FIR dated 06-10-2020

6. 12-13Charge Sheet dated 06-10-2020
7. " p// 14-15Reply to Charge Sheet

8. "G" 16Stat: of Ayub accused, 10-10-20

9. 17-18Order of release on bail, 10-10-20

10. W J// 19-20Final Enquiry Report

11, \\ J n 21Dismissal order dated 27-10-2020
12. 22-25Representation dated 10-11-2020

13. 26Rejection order dated 12-11-2020

Appellant
Through

ATTijad Nawaz 
Advocate
21-A, Nasir Mansion, 
Shoba Bazaar, Peshawar 
Ph: 0333-9107737/

Dated: 16-11-2020

B
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BEFORE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

S.A No 72020
ICtiyl»er Paklitiikhwft 

Service 'I'ribuinal

Safi Ullah S/0 Mir Qalam Khan,

R/o Zafar Mama Khel Serai Naurang, 

EX-Constable No. 19 FC,

Police Station Gambila.......................

Diary INi».

mifl 12^2^Dated
I \

Appellant

Versus

1. District Police Officer, 

Lakki Marwat.

Regional Police Officer, 

Bannu Region Bannu.

2.

3. Provincial Police Officer, 

KP, Peshawar................. Respondents

0< = >«< = ><:C>< = >»< = >«

APPEAL U/S 4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974

AGAINST OB NO. 674, DATED 27-10-2020 OF R.

NO. 01, WHEREBY APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED
^iIf.r»*o._cSay FROM SERVICE OR OFFICE ORDER NO. 3952/EC 

DATED 12-11-2020 OF R.NO. 02 WHEREBY

n !f 1^-:^ REPRESENTATION OF APPELLANT WAS FILED

FOR NO LEGAL REASON:
o< = >«< = >o< = >c::>< = >o

Respectfully Sheweth:

A ^ 1. That appellant was appointed as Constable 16-06-2007 and serveds c
the department till the date of dismissal from service.F3

2. That on 26-09-2020, appellant along with police party was on gusht 

and was stationed for general checking at the spot,. Irrigation Canal 

Gambila when in the meanwhile, a person namely Ayub Khan S/0 

Raees. Khan came on the spot having in hand green shoper was

1
» e

»

b
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signaled for checking but ran away and thereafter, he was searched 

and recovered three thousand gram chars from his possession and 

as a consequence, FIR No. 171 dated 26-09-2020 Police Station 

Gambila u/s 9(D)CNSA was registered. (Copy as annex "A")

3. That on 27-09-2020, accused was interrogated by the Inquiry 

Officer Muhammad Shah Khan by confessing the recovery of the 

contraband items. (Copy as annex "B")

4. That on 05-10-2020, PASI Shakirullah Khan, Nadir Khan Driver of 

the vehicle and Constable Ali Muhammad recorded statements 

before DSP Azmat Khan. The former two officials did not mention 

the recovery of 120 kg of chars but to the extent of three thousand 

gram while later, Constable Ali Muhammad No. 674 mentioned the 

same as 120 kg chars and recovery of Rs. 16,00,000/^ from 

accused, Ayub Khan.

Here it would be not out of place to mention that none of them 

were present on the spot during recovery of the contraband items 

from the accused but at the same time, they were in Police Line 

Lakki Marwat. (Copy as annex "C)

5. That on 06-10-2020, SHO Kaleem Ullah Khan who was transferred 

to Police Station, Gambila after the recovery of the said contraband 

items lodge subsequent FIR No. 180 dated 06-10-20, u/s 

118/119/164/200/201/202 and 409 PPC in Police Station, Gambila 

stating therein that it has come to the knowledge through informer 

that 120 kg chars was recovered from a truck on the spot by the 

alleged appellant instead of 3000 gms and Rs. 16, 00,000/-. (Copy 

as annex "D")

6. That in pursuance of the subsequent FIR dated 06-10-2020, 

appellant was served with Charge Sheet and Statement of 

Allegations on 06-10-2020 on the same day that on 26-09-2020 at 

02:00 AM on the information of Constable Ali Mohammad along 

with others seized Heno Truck No. 1229 and recovered 120 kg 

chars from the same none mentioning of recovery of amount of Rs.' 

16, 00,000/- which was replied and denied the allegations in toto. 

(Copy as annex "E" & "F")



/

7. That on 10-10-2020, accused Ayub Khan recorded statement 

wherein recovery of the seized items was mentioned as 3000 gm 

chars and nothing else. (Copy as annex "G")

8. That as appellant was made accused in the sub-sequent FIR, so he 

' applied for bail before the court of law in FIR No. 180 dated 06-10- 

2020 u/s 118, 119, 164, 200, 201, 202 and 409 PPC which was 

allowed vide order dated 10-10-2020. (Copy as annex "H")

9. That enquiry report was submitted to the authority by DSP Azmat 

Bangesh for onward action wherein one Ali Muhammad constable 

No. 674 was shown as eye witness(s) of the scene / spot but as 

stated earlier, he was not present on the spot but was at the same 

time in Police Line, Lakki Marwat. (Copy as annex 'T")

10. That on 27-10-2020, appellant was dismissed from service by R. 

No. 01 on the allegations mentioned therein. (Copy as annex "J")

11. That on 10-11-2020, appellant submitted comprehensive 

departmental appeal before R. No. 02 for reinstatement in service 

which was filed / rejected by him on 12-11-2020. (Copies as annex

Hence this appeal. Inter Alia, on the following grounds;

GROUNDS

That on 26-09-2020, in the FIR No. 171 dated 26-09-2020 there 

was mentioned of other Police Officials regarding recovery of the 

seized items but none deposed against the contents of the FIR.

a.

b. That even accused Ayub Khan S/0 Raees Khan in his statements 

and applications submitted before the court for release on bail 

never stated that the contraband items was 120 kg and supported 

the contents of the FIR No. 171 dated 26-09-2020.

That in the subsequent FIR, name of Ghulam Qadir No. 193 IHC, 

Constable Saeed Khan No. 987 FC, Constable Safi Ullah No. 19, 

Constable Habib-uT-Reham No.'7850 and Constable Zubair Khan 

No. 345 who were shown present on the spot but they never

c.
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contradicted contents of FIR No. 171 dated 26-09-2020 and even in 

. the statements before the Inquiry Officer too.

d. That Inquiry Officer namely Azmat Ullah Bangesh DSP never 

conducted enquiry into the matter as per the mandate of law. 

Neither any statement of any concerned was recorded in presence 

of the appellant nor he was afforded opportunity of cross 

examination what to speak of self defense.

e. That the Inquiry Officer relied upon the statement of PASI Shakir 

Ullah, Driver Constable, Nadir Khan and Constable Ali Muhammad 

No. 674, yet statement of the former two officials goes in favor of 

appellant except the later but he was not present on the spot nor 

he was mentioned anywhere in the case.

f. That though appellant was dismissed from service but he was never 

served with Final Show Cause Notice or provided opportunity of self 

defense, being mandatory, so the impugned orders have no legal 

value in the eyes of law.

g. That in the FIR NO. 180 dated 06-10-2020, trial is yet to be 

completed and the respondents were legally bound to have wait for 

its conclusion.

h. That both the impugned orders are not per the mandate of law but 

are based on malafide.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of 

the appeal, orders dated 27-10-2020 and 12-11-2020 of the 

respondents be set aside and appellant be reinstated in service 

with ail consequential benefits.

Appellant

Throug

Amjad Nawaz

Uzma Sayyed 
AdvocatesDated: 16-11-2020



f

:
f.'•■s

■%

/ . : ■:mISfr i/.f'/’-.V^- I :>•*.
(I) M •s

««
)

4^

Sit,/ las-•;»r' ;■'. • 'V> *
') •: '.: I-'!:"

■'xf.:1I iifii
____

%

—'''>'-,3’ ^U’
^ \

p^'>*'>. __
^';'! . . ■^'r"' ^ir'.''--S, 1

o-.>—v:rr>^ ______
\.. \ :■\

K )\
S \j> ■

..o'/s
y

X ,/
'l.'

:..iy-
\ \

'3v^ o vi'-^ ■ LM'my
'*T

.-’ . I •
1 »1

■•fVy

1 \^--.A

• 3.VVv^’
. >••—f *

.,.>■■ ^ Vs

■>>,;>'J ,s -S.;

V

C '' '. I \ ...
,.;■ ___ >\j> y>0' iV ^'•'-‘•

^'''. ...JV^V 1 . .

■^-■'■>Pi^Vs'V''':r
__'•'P.,

\\
-VSr,V..

\ • .\1 . >
'(■>y3 O'■.■■■'-■■'■ ■9\ ")

Pi!.)
„ ____

' V. -5.iV>

::Jy ii\ • p-•1 'j-’xy-xy. (■

■ y''p,.,i'‘ v>J.j
J:^V..V•^ .v^ IT;

' . . 
V-V''

L
l.y■p ^'X-

?SyP V^oiSP.

.P^- t

s^k.

• .,s :^: IV■'V

V'ii;
._v’‘ x.

\

V.1D \ sf

jj%

vvo.._3' : -
\- 'i''-'t’gSB

_p :.A3' 23 Wto
D \.,fe

■—’ u
> ■•' ■ ■ "•r-i V.:.V''''-- v>-" k......r;- •,..s\

":po
,1

0 V""
cyvvsyj^/'

SI ''^ :' 'y'yK
. ■• A7)P:..

Honun
if? >.•*

; :

I



A

-./if c^

' J
^ -;[/

171£1.09.1 5c3i26.9.020.<y.c^.)b^t~ 

yi0.00£j.26,b9.2020if/^ 26.09.020 -I
£_09.20-j)___

f’*'lk4l£SH0dl^^

9D KP CNSA

;iA/ 1/2J-’U;tr^^lf»5'^'^-ifA^/' r

-My

-‘i’

lA'r/cfM

c3j )bvL"LrJ'^^‘=—

i/ij-?/>i/JV-^

• ^
SHOd^ ^>1/J/Z-A

^IV i ^ X ^"t ¥ At ^

A /J d y i/^y: Z i/i3>«(J^ AAv^iZ i/i/^ -A c/A AiiUvii

ixif a/>u Aa uiry/'-'^y-y d "f'" ^'■.11;
j'Jddj^ Zb-y/i > y- if Jy li-' A

SHOdl^i:Jli/livyJ^->

ufirf^Ai/Z

i ••
-^l^lJ^y'-'* 1 T-tXJl

j

^iJL^;^>^ij.'^/̂yyif-/...y>yi£>^2A-;^l3'-^ 26,09.2020
^ y U £:t J l£ 0 BIJI / jAy/i FIR J i=^Ar J u--.y'-A/.yASl PS Qambila

26.09.020
i

'i



M 'r
“ i

'■

o . . ..■yA ;•M'^'r ■ -•i
■ >

3
1

Si
■>s

OS^'’6' ♦ *•

,gS^
■ ••; T

■ • /

’ '*!

!<f{

64?

V.:

rc- m:\/4'

"IV

J
\t ;•.

j '\

r-kia^sssi^,-'
4• •r'. : • ^;4';,;.,.^'

. ■ .'•>✓■•■ • •

'y '•
' C.!4

f
i

4. e'/ (

- - . u:,7^ ■'•-.

4 .
1- ...

-9
\\ . .4

-.'I
if '•,.:

^i4 I
i

■ S , (/. J.v,'.>P

\-
,✓1 <('■

■h. ; ?.
r-* •: s/4> .*

'■•■■ '44^' ^ ' r'^y^46-'- '-" ■

r-r •;4- 'i

\ mM
;

■%

W‘
•7

i . r.
; y.1 «• >' •. r , /

,/
.!.^4 "’ ■•'’

. . • . 4-’ ■;•• ■

./7; ■ 4'-''>4 (7'^'
y

■ i«A^uT^.^9

4

t-?:

\



7.f-.«
-/> y’.

.■'*

■■•V--'7a:I

.77,:✓c
■7-7::A|ii 

• ..f7:V'fefe:

/•. L 04*

. £7^0

4£f

•••<.r.;

\,,7 ■fl:'

(

Jjy< ..;■.•■>■ i
'.. (:: ■ -5^-<7 ;0

i . .4s
./

- -s

:>. •r;
'\

\

/
■:V;'-

I

': ■•i'' ‘-j '

g

i
/

;
:■•

• ■;

-7:;

•:#

%

■1
I-

j

\

I



if- -TO

s & wmaS¥i’r;>rr^”'”n .•' '' -•-[.vj
t- •.J.

c

\

r^c if'^^7^/'

' j ' 1“ I y r . ..^- J .v »^

‘fy . : ./■ -^Vv;: , .

: yy':^ \ J-^ '”1" ^ ^ • t ■■"* ^

■%.-

• i^'-' <«■ • />■J -V, ■ # . J
■ '

• i'

7

L
*,/' ■r V •■■ ;■I:':- • .v>

^ /■)—

'j

’-r

■ • / ;■ p
*•. I

CT '■/^ y y\ '.
J

y>PjT . y

I
r. >

■ v->y yy'ir.
T f

I j - / J^:yy . ^
0-* ^*y

^ y , •< _^ ' -

''.r' 0^0^^ Cr^' —v'V
_/ r.

Sy )
.-^ ■' ./ 

yy pr'-'J i/ '•y'cf‘y'
,y A

r:- - • yy . 'P,'# .
y c)'-^' —r-y y ■'• ri"■y^yp'isypy y ■ J •?

'̂v V

~V''■’'d^’

%:y^ >.-yi^ r.-^^y PJ>Jf'
';!■■ . '.j^ ■* -.'■ V'

.-y'
.•■■ .•• , ■

^Jy•y ^
y

y J

y '-y^’cyy

■'ii' ' -^ ^'

' ■ ■ y^'(/f/h -

# r _ , I

i I^v CU //•/,> ,-•'
Ay ^

J

' 'JAO<ir>vT ,r
., 'fc •■•

y: 'ii ^• -r5: -r-t ^■v -'I • I

//i'y p-ory'
-A ^

ri

il'■f

>}dPp^yy—''r
- ■ J. \ -* '•■

.-J

c
•m

I '.^- J/fv .liP
^A/

J!
y-'t- 

V

>•
f -*!r

'•..■■■

■ «

'•O^O'y:^'/AAr pIf;:.:
,^,,.... -r^'-rtyr'
yyy. -:,•,■.

ri

■- V.,

'■;

:i)

v>

I



I

/ nuL'U .

, .. .''-.l5Sau_

> NO lOpI- c-iJo') '^^-

y

: A'/'' *
✓✓0

Dj/Ml'h. -

y ^' Jy 
(/y ymy^ -

J
■■■■

y

y?
#•■■

^, ■ V •-.,■.:,.cy'j/iJf J y yy■y^
V -''. i, :■■ , __ J

.L t
> ■ '5

ft^A,il^- /*‘w. •

y^{/yay Y\

Cut 0}y y‘

/ vY y

I’ii'SW
i'

ft^ii:

W'Y^YY'uyi
0r. ^y a%:}

> r
/y(y<z-

Y ■ ^
• f' ' ^ 7

•'.Ay^* ----y^ Cyy* C^ / y // ^
(jyj . ^ ^

1^;l- •' r
r//

Ia
y -»

^YY YYYy~‘cyJ'^l
Yyil'y^ ^3^ ''■^‘’ ClY^"^

y''. r ?Y^J^'YyC':Cu ^ 

0j>J

■

/

V- .•

•=-'/^ yy^^-0^ i<yy' Y.yYY^^
;:•■ ■

tyjY„ y IyJ'-'Y^JY'''^'
'iJcy 1L Y- Y ^Y^/yYY'‘^

■:YX3^

y> /-V

1 o
K.-' CY.r y* -V

'•i:^ ■ ■\

•i
Sccirn<><1 Willi CoinStainw

4^^(■

:•



]o
-•. Cf 4 - J <r - a ■«> \j

^ •

^.a^v.• ;•■■:•/;•:?• ••V;‘'-7/' 'z’̂ 'X.-.X''• ;>< -. /- ■ -

>I >

ft i
/

.. -X.’^ •>

>;

» i

it

' ^ ' -r.^r

f.

■ w:stp
■ Jt'

» ..

: Z J
;

'■vV.''-/!/'•'
jy •iy - :^^d;rr‘;(r//^; ,j -5.1 'j

y*.’■ X ^ei li -'v.

. *

I .'••■

. .'-V ''.'■f ..' X-C'XX: 'V- ' ,-

-■•S'’ ^V.'-' ■ ■ '.'-^ ■■■'" J '^- ■- - T' '*^*:-i

,'■/> ', ^’’j t7'nP ■ ■'1^ '

tS,-;v\ - ^^/”

y
‘j- c^,1^0-3, 2i

NJ —y ■ . *‘'^ - /

*•'
C •

■'fX N.
J

■ • .' ■i

• .'
.? s

.. ■'. AV'

■ . •■ D ■':)

S.
. . r TV

’■>\d Oi/^/

'■V?XfX

S N
X.

■M

r-v
.< *’•. 
s. \J /

..
. 1

•: -j-. .0 !
i
.r. ;

]

5 I
i

»,•'

/We>

H



I
1

i

!

■

oi-rat}'-

■ <f'’f- /■^(T-X'^ff - ir/i -1,11-911 ‘
TCsr'-^ > ir y n-P< ■'‘p';'',<A_^ y/',.■' y '^nj^

->< pj) ryyvp^
p icp?friy^ '■p >i^r//./ e'i'-j^c.pH-<] (pypj /j pfr?

'P>/-7 - ^'('^c--frjp, 77r' i^Q 9y<'^AA''''^<l py-y
ry/y^o-pn

^ ,r;jAp.% JJ p''' p Pf^y-py^
ply/pi^

' -rni-ir/P (r'P(t'^-^< ‘■'i' d'^ Pyr>’>^3i -/‘^yjA,.
‘ ■ * ■ i ' I 5/// /—S - -' ^ '

a8 T”.';?

-..T:T::r^-=- -̂-----------------------.*_ . ^ *: /•
y c (■ r~^ • :----------------- - -------^

' /

-),ppc nrf-:-y>dp Pcj 7t IPC/

'a mC rr■f >'( ./y, ni'\> \ pAyi' 

jpi f^Vi^P

'<\C" * p y ■> t!C^'
P

r'.

;
/Z

'!;
!

I

/. /v ‘■''/^ 'jOc\r>v{
(

/

•■';Pr>''P-‘:7I f

ypp7PP-'y:~y^n3'if'Vpp‘V
i

•I“—7“ :—
C

' ^ ------------------------------------------------ ----------------------------■ ^

tf^ 
9:

1',

■ ~ i"" '* ■ • -------- --

t
i c <,

t
4

i

p ^OPP S/ - V/'-?•v
ypyyp^?e*s^ o£ - t’o - -^ ;ii !

J>1U
0r .ri‘ // s

t

V'v ■ CS

•:}r-
ii

'■r^'-'-'■ ^'■'y jiyy^rc ('» A ■;7
: cy r cV ( V,/ ;

’'■.r, i ;



i
r.:\Atl OlfiMVSROCt'Kfgf Sliki Order^- Tile 2018,docx old laplop0 L\ !•

-!
CHARGE SHEET UNDER NWFP POLICE RULES 1975.

I, Abdul Raui'. Ibibar I’Sl’.i Dislricl I’olice Oil leer, l.akki Marwai as 

compeient aulhoriLy hereby charee .you I’C Sail IJllah No. 19 while posiod al i'S Camhila
i

..as follovv;-
'i
»,

J
■:

! hal on 26.09.2020 al 02:00 AM, on Ihc information of Constable Ali 
Muhammad No.674, you aiongwilh SI Irfan Uliah. IIC Ghulam Qadir No. 193. 
kC Zubair Khan No.345 and l-'C llahib ur Rehman No.705S seized a Mino I'ruek 
No. 1229 in place of Meraj Market opposite Muslim Diesel Agency near 
Gambila Adda PS Gambila drive by unknown .driver atongwiih Ayub Khan s/o 
Races Khan r/o Mirokasa Dislricl’ Kurum. You aeiualiy recovered 12(1 KG 
Charas Irom (he 'I'ruek hut entered on!\' 3 KG Charas in (he version of FIR 
No.171 dated 26.09.2020 u/,s 9CNSA (D-KP) PS Gambila while ihe 
I 17 KG .Charas was disappeared aiyd also arresled oiity aceusetl Ayiib Khan sAt 
Races Khan r/o Mirokasa Dislricl K;iiriim Agency. G)i) etdlisicui. bargaining I'leen 
made and the driver eoneerned and l.ruek was set free.

1 hat all speaks of gross miscondueljon your paii and liable lo be punishcLi untler 
Police Rule-197.5. ! .

3

;

i

renuniung

;
2.

3. • By reason of the above, you appear lo be guilty or miscoiuluel under section ~ 02 

(iii) of (he KPK Police Rules 1975 and has reiKlercd yourself liable lo all or any 

of the penalties as speeified in section - 04 (i) and & b of the said rules.

You are therefore directed to submit your written defense wi(hin seven days (7)
I

oflhe receipt of this Charge Shed lb ihc I’-nquirv OlTicer.

Your vvriltcn defense if any, should reach lo the enquiry iofneer within the 

specified period, I'ailing which, ii shall be firesiimed tluu you have no defense lo 

put-in and in that ease, an e.x-parte action shall i'ollow' againsl you.

Intimate whether you desired to be jheard in persons.

4.

i

5.

i

!•

6.

6-^0__'' 2020..No. / Dated f.akki Marwal the

i nisirief Poli 'c C^fUccr 
Lakki Maifval

1 ..
flip': .

\

B
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I OFF!CF. or Ti-ilLOI^iCT POLICr:: OFFICER, l.AKKI Marwa tV-
V .i;

)FU NWFI* POl.lCF. IU)l..r:.S - l'J7?.

/i
I DiSClPlJNARY Ar:Tlf)N I IN
a

1, Ahtiul Riiur Ii:ihin- l’Sl>, litisiriu Police Oriiccr. i.ikPi Mnrwai as conipcU'.il
. nf Ihc opinV.n lhai I'Y' Sal'; lHlah Mo,19 while picslcl at l>N Ca.nhila has 

icnocicd liiniscll lial)k: to be iTia'cceclcd • ayainsl. 
act,s/coniniission within I.he

i’ aulhoril.y ami
I as the coinmiued die lotlowiii;.'. 

meaning orScclion-02 (iii) orNWP'P I'oiiee Rules 1975,
i VrA'l'KMICN I iOK AI>IJ':GA'riONS.

!. Thai on 29.09.20,20 al 02;00 AM. On die inldi-nialion oi’Coiisiahle Ali Muhammad 
No.674, he alongwilh Si Irfan Ull^ih. !IC (..iluilam Qadir No l*)^. IT; /.uhair Ki,;,,, 
NoA4.s and [hibib ur Rehman No.705S seized a I lino Truck No. I 229 in place of 
Mcraj Market, opposite Muslim ITcsel Agency near Ganibila' Atida PS CTimbila drive 
by unknown driver alongwilh Ayuh Khan s./o Races Khan r/o Mirokasti District Kuruni. 
lliey actually recovered 120 KC'i Charas from the Truck bui cmered onlv 2 KG Charas 
m the version of i;IR No.l7i dated 26.09.2020 u/s 9CKkSA (U.KP) PS Gamlhla while 
the remaining-117 KG Charas was disappeared and also arrested onlv accused Avuh 
Khan s/o Races Khan r/o Mirokasm District Kurum Agency, tjn collision, bargain'iiu:. 
been made and the driver concerned and Truck was .set free. •

2, That al! speaks hi.s gross misconduct on his part and makes him liable to be punished 
under Police Rules-197;i,

I'or the purpose oi'securili/ipg the conduct of the said ofbeial with reference 
the above allegations DSP/Hqr.s, LaUki Manval is appointed as luiquirv Officer.

1 he Icnqiiiry Ofiicoi' shall coiuluct proceedings in accordance yvith pro\'isioii of 
Police Rules 1976 and shall provide reasonable opportunity of defense and hearing toThe 
accused ofiiciah record its finding and make within t^vcnly live ('25'} days of the receipt of this 
('rder. recommendation 
officer.

to

as to punishmenf, oi' other appropritite action against the tieeused

Fhe accused ollicer shall t‘dn the proceeding.s on the dale, lime anil place iiNcd
by the Iiiiquify Officer.

Y .

Di.strictj^P
l.zikki

ifMc Officer, 
Mi\nvaf.

Oj-ll'iCF OF TTll!: OIST KIC r POIJGls OPTTCF.R. ItAKKI MaIi^VAT.

No. /SR(,'., ilalcil l .akki Marusil the /29i9

Copy ofabovc is foiwarded to the;-
DSP/Hqr: L.akki (V-Iarwal for initialing po'ceedings against the accused ollicer under 
I’olice Rules I 973,

i.. [' C, Sa li l,I i lal I Ni.e I wit h the d i reel i<ms to a pi'll; a r be lore d u; I m Kpi i rv ()fnccr on the (.late 
nd place lixed by the enquii) ollicer lor the purjio.se ofenqLiirv proceedings.lime a

■:

1 'v';

Tin i

B
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•10-1.0-2020 .'-J-
AccusXn.r/P'^t^tionEfs through counsel ajici 

APP feir Iht: Stni.c present,

\Accusrci/pciiliriiierr. Muhi'mnuKi Sneed s/o;

. ll;iV>ih Ur Pchmon r>/o l^ajnda isha.n, Safi

Ulah s/o Mir Qalam Klian and Muhammad Zubair s/o 

I'l'Jour Klinu nciclcs ihcir post
I

No. i 80

nrj'est hail in ease FIR

dated 06/10/2020

I 18/1 lu/ii:,,i/v.u(i/:7.()i/0()2/.|(l'..) IM'C m IVS-f-.undMl.-i nf

u/sregistered

i

pisli'ict l.nkki Mnfwi'il.

Arguments heard, and record perused.

Learned counsel for ttic 'lecused / pclitioncrs.x •

d2 :X-

x'-

^|Con.tended that aecused/petitioners have fnlselv been
Z' V

'■ charged. No statemeuL of any indcpondeni '.viuiess lias I
X-' . I:.y

been recorded, tiiererorc, ease of accusccl/petiuoners is 

l:ha.t of I’urtlier iin.iulj-y 

the .’.vpplicalion.

1-lc i'cquc.stcd rr>r .•icccjiimnce of

On I he contrary, Icni-ned APP for vhc stale 

argi..iccl -that accused/pehtioners liavc directly been
s.• N

•'charged in the FIR is not entitled for the concession of

/<,•
Perusal of the record reveals thoi there is

INiirtris;;« - iJu'iy; 
UlKi.i *•’ •bonsidcv.-ihlc (.k:l;u' in Inrlging FIK no .■a;i(cnioni nl' inibnuer

.>!• ii'lhi-niriii uln'iil. iitlnriiicr i.s pl'CC nu roconl. Mi'ivr>\'\n nn
' i

recovery.is made iVorn iiccuscd hciu-.e ibi* case of accused is one 

of further inquiry'. Section 118/119/164 PPG are bailable 

'jvhereas puniblimient provided, 

200/201/202/409 PPG do not fall wivhiri the prohibitory’

V

\

sectionfor

V



•«

clause of section 497 CrPb.' Accused/petitinncr

no more required to iJie local police for

is behind ithe bars and is

further Investigation.

In view of.the above discussion, application is 

accepted and the accused / petitioner is admitted to biii.l 

subject to furnishing of bail bonds in the sum of 

Rs.1,00,000/- along with two local and reliable sureties

each in the like amount to the satisfaction of this court.

Record be returned and file be consigned to record room

completion and compilation..after its necessary

.Announced.

...'tikdi'a Bibi)VO/10/2020
;ht(llcl.iV.'M.\gisuaU'-m,

I .

'^2ya -
1
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order departmental proceedings initiated
it.PS Gambila was found to indulgeorder wiH 'dispose off. the

No.19 while posted
My this

Constable Safi Ullahagainst
in the followir|ig ailegations:-

of Constable Ali
1, That on 26-09-2°20 =.t 02:00 am;

Muha;nntad No.674, he eTphBW.th S Ir an Ullah. ^ ^

Khan

and also arrested only accused Ayub Khan / 
District Kurum Agency. On collision, bargain,ng bee 

nd Truck was set free

, FC

120
of FIRKhan

KG Charas from the
171 dated 26.09.2020 d/s 

disappeared
No.
KG Charas was

'5 Khan r/o Mirokasa
and the driver concerned a

Raee
made

and liable .to be punished under
misconduct on his part

2,, That' all speaks gross 
Police Rules-19Tj. servedwas, summary- of allegations

entrusted to OSP/Hqrs.
him. The Ennuiry

Sheet based upon 
were

: Lakki Marwat for 
OfHcer looked

proper Charge
and the enquiry papers

rtmental proceedings against
bmitted his finclihg report yide No 

iwere proved

upon him
■initiated proper depa

the rniseonduct and su
,528 dated 23.10.2020,
and recommended for

into
wherein^ the allegations
suitable punishment.

leveled against him

Lakki Marwat
».u. ...» 7“ »•" "

:;r:r.r7':—
2<^4' '

Dated: _2Zy-257 2020.
OB No.

District Ppl^e Officer 
Lakki jrwat

/l> ' /2020.Marwat the
No. of information to;- .....

is submitted for fqvour
Bannu.1 Copy of above

gegional police 01^7 & iiecessary.action1. The
2. EC, PO, R1

B
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/ POLICE DEPARTMENT BANNU REGION •J
ORDER\

My this order will dispose off defjartmental appeal, preferred by Ex-Constable 
• Safi Ullah No. 19 of district police Lakki Marwat,j wherein, he has prayed for setting aside the 

order of major punishment pf "dismissal frorri service”, imposed upon him by DPO Lakl;i 
Marwat, vide OB No.674 dated 27.10.2020 on committing the following omissions:-

> That^on 26.09.2020 at 02:0pAM, on the infornjation of Constable All Muhammad No.674, the

appellant along with SI Irfan Ullah No.193, H€ Ghulam Qadar No.193, FC Zubair No.345, FC 
Habit-ur-Rahman No.7058 .and FC Saeed No.'897 seized a'Heno truck No.1229 in place of 

Miraj Market opposite Muslim Diesel Agency near Gambila Adda, PS Gambila, driven by 
unknown driver along withj Ayub Khan s/o Rais Khan r/o Mirokasa district Kurram. They 

actucUy recovered 120KG charas from the truck but entered only 03KG charas in the version 
of FIR No.171 dated 26.09:2020 u/s 9CN5A(p-KP) PS Gambila, while the remaining 117KG 
-charas were disappeared and also arrested j only accused Ayub Khan s/o Rais Khan r/o 
Mirokasa district Kurram. They made bargaining and the driver concerned and truck were 
set free. i

> That this all speaks gross misconduct on hisi part and liable to be punished under Police 
Rules, 1975.

Service record, inquiry file of the appellant and comments received from DPO

Lakki Marwat Were perused. Moreover, the appellant was also afforded opportunity of
personal! hearing in orderly room today on 12.11.2020 in connection with his 'instant 

1 ' 
departmental appeal but he did not substantiate! his innocence.

Therefore, I, Awal Khan, Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region Bannu, in 
exercise of the powers vested in me under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 (amended 
in 2014) hereby file his appeal and endorse the punishment awarded to him by DPO Lakki 
Marwat, being one, justifiable and in consonance with law.

ORDER. ANNOUNCED

(AWAL KHAN) PSP 
Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu

3^.5^ /EC, dated Bannu the /11/2020

1 Copy to District Police Officer, Lakki Marwat for information and n/action w/.r 
to his office Memo: No.7505/EC dated 11.11.2020.

'2^ •No.

(AWAL KHAN) PSP 
Regional Police Officer 
Bannu Region, Bannu

1,

'^n\ii I 0-6

c

b
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•'1 BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWARi

Appeal No. 15190/2020.c
r-J‘

Safi Ullah S/o Mir Qalam Khan,
R/o Zafar Mama Khel Serai Naurang, 
Ex-Constabie No. 19 PS Gambeela^-’

i
i

. (Appellant)
VERSUS

, 1) DistrictT^lice Officer Lakki Marwat.
2) Regional Police Officer Bannu Region, Bannu.
3) Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar. /

(Respondents)

INDEX
r

DescriptionS.No Annexure Page

Para wise Comments 1-3
!

Affidavit 42. .’r

Authority Letter 5

Statement of Ali Muhammad4. A 6

Statement of Shakir Khan B 7.5.

6. Finding Report C 8-9
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
Appeal No. 1519Q/202Q.

Safi Ullah S/o Mir Qalam Khan,
R/o Zafar Mama Khel Serai Naurang 
Ex-Constable No. 19 PS Gambila

>0
-C / 0/3’^ f).

VERSUS

1) District Police Officer Lakki Marwat.
2) Regional Police Officer Bannu Region, Bannu
3) Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar.

(Respondents)
Para wise REPLY BY the RESPONDENT NO. 1.2 & 3

Respectfully Sheweth;

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:-

1) That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi.
2) That the appeal of appellant is not maintainable under the law and rules.
3) That the appeal is bad due to non-joinder and mis-joinder of necessary and proper parties.
4) That the appellant has approached the Honorable Tribunal with unclean hands.
5) That the appeal is badly time barred.

OBJECTIONS ON FACTS:-

1. Pertains to record.

2. In-correct: Brief facts of the case are that at the midnight of 25/26-09-2020 Constable 
AN Muhammad No.674 received concrete information to the effect that one unknown 
Truck is carrying a huge quantity of narcotics / Chars to unknown place, upon which the 
above named Constable immediately informed (appellant) HC Ghuiam Qadir regarding 
the Truck, in response HC Ghuiam Qadir, PASI Shakir Khan along with other police 
contingent conducted Nakabandi & also informed appellant Irfan Ullah (Ex-SHO PS 
Gambila), in the meantime the suspicious Truck reached and seized by HC Ghuiam 
Qadir & appellant Constable Muhammad Saeed No.897 (statement of Constable All 
Muhammad as Annex "A'’). In the meanwhile, the appellant (Ex-SHO Gambila) aiong-with 
gunners namely appellant Safi Ullah 19/FC. Habib ur Rehman 7850/FC & Zubair Khan 
345/FC reached to the place of occurrence and total 120 Kg Charas (parcels) 
recovered from the said Truck, while the petitioner Ex-SHO deputed PASI Shakir Khan 
to PP Manzar Faqir for conducting Nakabandi (statement of PASI Shakir Khan

). Appellant Ex-SHO, appellant Ghuiam Qadir along with other Police party by joining 
hands with accused narcotics peddlers have taken a huge amount a sum of Rs 
1600000/- / Sixteen Lacs as a bribe in lieu of concealing the facts and also shown only 
03 Kg Charas in version of case FIR No.171 dated 26-09-2020 u/s 9 CNSA (D) PS 
Gambila, besides one unknown accused was also illegally released on the spot, while 
one accused namely Ayub Khan s/o Raees Khan was arrested and charged in FIR 
based on concocted story by showing only 3 Kg charas instead of 120 Kg, which clearly 
shows the appellant inefficiency / Corruption and mala-fide intentions, punishable under 
section 118,119,164,200.201,202,490 of the Pakistan Penal Code 
Respondents have left with no other option except to register a case vide FIR No.180 
dated 06-10-2020 under the above PPC sections against the appellant along with other 
involved Police Officials. (Copy of fir dated 06-10-2020 already annexed by appellant

were

as Annex
”8”

hence the

as “D”)



©
3. In-correct: this para has already replied in Para No.3 of the S.A No. 15700/2020, titled 

fffan Ullah (Ex-SHO) & 04 others vs IGP KPK and others.

4. In-correct: The statements of the other Police officials, who were eye witness of the same ^ 
occurrence were also recorded, according to which total 120 KG narcotics / Charas recovery 
was made by the appellant (Ex-SHO Gambila) in the presence of the appellant Constable 
Safi^Ullah No.19, thereby facilitate the drug peddlers / commission of an offence in lieu of 
huge amount and shown only 03 Kg Charas in the version of FIR and concealed the facts. 
(Statements already Annexed in Para No. *’2” ibid )

5. Pertains to record. However, detail reply already given in Para’s ibid.

6. In reply, it is stated that for such offence of the appellant, charge sheet based upon 
summary of allegations was issued, properly served upon appellant and DSP/HQrs Lakki 
Marwat was nominated as E.O with the directions to conduct facts findings enquiry. (Charge 
sheet already Annexed by appellant as "E”)

7. In-correct: this para has already explained in above Para No.3.

8. Pertains to record. The case of the petitioner along-with others is under trial before the court 
concerned and not yet acquitted from the charges.

9. In-correct: A detail inquiry into the matter was conducted by DSP/Hqrs Lakki Marwat in 
accordance with law / rules and put-up findings to R.No.1 (competent authority), wherein the 
allegations leveled against the appellant stand proved, finally on the basis of findings of the E.O, the 
appellant was dismissed from service vide OB No.674 dated 27-10-2020. (Photocopy of findings 
report is Annex’C”)

10. As stated in Para .9 above.

11. Correct to the extent that appellant submitted departmental appeal for his 
re-instatement in service before' R.No.2, accordingly appellant was afforded full 
opportunity of self-defense and personal hearing by R.No.2, but the appellant failed to 
substantiate his innocence
rejected by the R.No.2 on 12-11-2020. (Rejection order already Annex by appellant as‘’L’’) 

OBJECTIONS ON GROUNDS:-

hence the appeal for re-instatement in service was

A. In-correct: As stated in detail earlier in Para No.2, the appellant along with associated police 
party concealed the design of offence / facts in the FIR No.171 dated 26-09-2020 by joining 
hands in gloves with accused drug peddler, which was clarified by the eye witness of the 
occurrence PASI Shakir Ullah & Constable Ali Muhammad, hence all the involved Police 
officials were charged under Pakistan Penal Code Section as already described in above para.

B. In-correct: Pertains to record, hence need no comments.

C. In-correct: A detail probe were made in the matter by Enquiry Officer DSP/Hqrs Lakki, who 
after fulfilled all legal / codal formalities and the appellants were found guilty of the charges 
leveled against them and put up findings report before R.No.1 with the recommendations for 
imposition of punishment.

D. in-correct: A detail fact findings enquiry into the matter was conducted by Enquiry Officer 
DSP/Hqrs Lakki Marwat in accordance with law / rules and fulfill all legal / coda! formalities. 
The appellant was found guilty of the charges and recommended for imposition of suitable 
punishment.

E. In-correct: pertains to record.



r-
F. In reply, it is stated that the appellant along with other Police officials were directly charged 

-'■tinder PPG sections for commission of heinous act earlier mentioned and-r- proper
departmental enquiry proceedings were also initiated as per law / rules, according to which

)

the allegations against the appellant stand proved without any shadow of doubt, hence 

disn^issed from service by the authority.

G. In reply, it is submitted that appellant was a discipline force member / public servant and 

guardian of public life & property, all the same the appellant concealed the design of offence 

which was his duty to prevent, also caused disappearance of evidence of offence. The 

appellant proved himself a black sheep for the Police Department, hence his retention in 

Police Department was no more required, therefore after legal / codal formalities he 

charged in FIR under PPG section and irhposed the major penalty i.e., dismissal from 

service upon him.

was

H. In-correct: The orders of the respondents were passed in accordance with law / rules and 

facts.

Prayer:

Keeping in vi@wof the) above facts and circumstances, it is humbly prayed that 
appeal of appellant, beirtg not maintainable, may kindly be dismissed with costs.

Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu

(Respondent No. 2)

Inspector jSeneral of Police 
KPly P^hawar

(Respond^t No.3)

District Police Officer, 
Lakki Marwat

(Respondent No.1)
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'S -V BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
Appeal No. 15190/2020.

Safi Uilah S/o Mir Qalam Khan,

R/o Zafar Mama Khel Serai Naurang 

Ex-Constable No. 19 PS Gambeela

(Appellant)
VERSUS

1} District Police Officer Lakki Marwat.
2) Regional Police Officer Bahnu Region, Bannu.

3) Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar.

. (Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

Younas Khan Sl/Legal representative for Respondents do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of the accompanying comments 

submitted by me are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and 

that nothing has been concealed from this Honorable court.

r.

ATTESTED
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
Appeal No. 1519Q/2Q20.

Safi Uliah S/o Mir Qalam Khan,

R/o Zafar Manna Khel Serai Naurang 

Ex-Constable No.19 PS Gambeela

(Appellant)
VERSUS

1) District Police Officer Lakki Marwat.

2) Regional Police Officer Bannu Region, Bannu.

3) Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar.

(Respondents)

AUTHORITY LETTER

We, the undersigned do hereby authorized Mr. Younas Khan Si/ Legal 

Lakk! Marwat to appear before the Honorable Service Tribunal KPK Peshawar on 

behalf of respondents in the above cited titled case.

He is also auihorized tp submit and 

present subject writ idetition. /
sign all documents pertaining to the

Regional Po^ce Officer, 
Bannu Rej^on, Bannu

(Respondent No. 2)

Inspector^eneral of Police 
KPKTPsshawar

(Resppn^nt No.3)

District Police Officer, 
Lakki Marwat

(Respondent No. 1)

J
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR*
Appear No. 15190/2020.

Safi Ullah S/o Mir Qalam Khan,
R/o Zafar Mama Khel Serai Naurang 
.Ex-Constable No.19 PS Gambeelaif-

(Appellant)^ !i
VERSUS

1) District Police Officer Lakki Marwat.
2) Regional Police Officer Bannu Region, Bannu.
3) Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar. /

' ^
(Respondents)

*
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 15190/2020.
%

Safi Uliah S/o Mir Qalam Khan,
R/o Zafar Mama Khel Serai Naurang 
Ex-Constable No. 19 PS Gambila

(Appellant)
VERSUS

1) District Police Officer Lakki Marwat.
2) Regional Police Officer Bannu Region. Bannu.
3) Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar.

(Respondents)
Para wise REPLY BY the RESPONDENT NO. 1.2 & 3

Respectfully Sheweth:

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:- .

1) That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi.
2) That the appeal of appellant is not maintainable under the law and rules.
3) That the appeal is bad due to non-joinder and mis-joinder of necessary and proper parties.
4) That the appellant has approached the Honorable Tribunal with unclean hands.
5) That the appeal is badly time barred.

OBJECTIONS ON FACTS:-

1. Pertains to record.

2. In-correct; Brief facts of the case are that at the midnight of 25/26-09-2020 Constable 
AN Muhammad No.674 received concrete information to the effect that one unknown 
Truck is carrying a huge quantity of narcotics / Chars to unknown place, upon which the 
above named Constable immediately informed (appellant) HC Ghulam Qadir regarding 
the Truck, in response HC Ghulam Qadir, PASl Shakir Khan along with other police 
contingent conducted Nakabandi & also informed appellant Irfan Uliah (Ex-SHO PS 
Gambila), in the meantime the suspicious Truck reached and seized by HC Ghulam 
Qadir & appellant Constable Muhammad Saeed No.897 (statement of Constable All 
Muhammad as Annex "A'’). In the meanwhile, the appellant (Ex-SHO Gambila) along-with 
gunners namely appellant Safi Uliah 19/FC. Habib ur Rehman 7850/FC & Zubair Khan 
345/FC reached to the place of occurrence and total 120 Kg Charas (parcels) were 
recovered from the said Truck, while the petitioner Ex-SHO deputed PASl Shakir Khan 
to PP Manzar Faqir for conducting Nakabandi (statement of PASI Shakir Khan as Annex 
"B”). Appellant Ex-SHO, appellant Ghulam Qadir along with other Police party by joining 
hands with accused narcotics peddlers have taken a huge amount a sum of Rs 
1600000/- / Sixteen Lacs as a bribe in lieu of concealing the facts and also shown only 
03 Kg Charas in version of case FIR No.171 dated 26-09-2020 u/s 9 CNSA (D) PS 
Gambila, besides one unknown accused was also illegally released on the spot, while 
one accused namely Ayub Khan s/o Raees Khan was arrested and charged in FIR 
based on concocted story by showing only 3 Kg charas instead of 120 Kg, which clearly 
shows the appellant inefficiency / Corruption and maia-fide intentions, punishable under 
section 118,119,164,200,201,202,490 of the Pakistan Penal Code, hence the 
Respondents have left with no other option except to register a case vide FIR No. 180 
dated 06-10-2020 under the above PPG sections against the appellant along with other 
involved Police Officials. (Copy of fir dated O6-IO-2020 already annexed by appellant as "D”)



(S)
3. In-correct: this para has already replied in Para No.3 of the S.A No. 15700/2020, titled 

Irfan Uilah (Ex-SHO) & 04 others vs IGP KPK and others.

4f-*^ln-correct; The statements of the other Police officials, who were eye witness of the same 
occurrence were also recorded, according to which total 120 KG narcotics / Gharas recovery 
was made by the appellant (Ex-SHO Gambila) in the presence of the appellant Constable 
Safi Uilah No.19, thereby facilitate the drug peddlers / commission of an offence in lieu of 
huge amount and shown only 03 Kg Charas in the version of FIR and concealed the facts. 
(Statements already Annexed in Para No. ‘’2” ibid )

r

5. Pertains to record. However, detail reply already given in Para’s ibid.

6. In reply, it is stated that for such offence of the appellant, charge sheet based upon 
summary of allegations was issued, properly served upon appellant and DSP/HQrs Lakki 
Marwat was nominated as E.O with the directions to conduct facts findings enquiry. (Charge
sheet already Annexed by appellant as‘’E")

7. In-correct: this para has already explained in above Para No.3.

8. Pertains to record. The case of the petitioner along-with others is under trial before the court 
concerned and not yet acquitted from the charges.

9. In-correct: A detail inquiry into the matter was conducted by DSP/Hqrs Lakki Marwat in 
accordance with law / rules and put-up findings to R.No.1 (competent authority), wherein the 
allegations leveled against the appellant stand proved, finally on the basis of findings of the E.O, the 
appellant was dismissed from service vide OB No.674 dated 27-10-2020. (Photocopy of findings
report is Annex ’C”)

10. As stated in Para 9 above.

11. Correct to the extent that appellant submitted departmental appeal for his 
re-instatement in service before' R.No.2, accordingly appellant was afforded full 
opportunity of self-defense and personal hearing by R.No.2, but the appellant failed to 
substantiate his innocence, hence the appeal for re-instatement in service was 
rejected by the R.No.2 on 12-11-2020. (Rejection order already Annex by appellant as "L’’)

OBJECTIONS ON GROUNDS:-

A. In-correct: As stated in detail earlier in Para No.2, the appellant along with associated police 
party concealed the design of offence / facts in the FIR No.171 dated 26-09-2020 by joining 
hands in gloves with accused drug peddler, which was clarified by the eye witness of the 
occurrence PAS! Shakir Uilah & Constable Ali Muhammad, hence all the involved Police 
officials were charged under Pakistan Penal Code Section as already described in above para.

B. In-correct: Pertains to record, hence need no comments.

C. In-correct: A detail probe were made in the matter by Enquiry Officer DSP/Hqrs Lakki, who 
after fulfilled all legal / codal formalities and the appellants were found guilty of the charges 
leveled against them and put up findings report before R.No.1 with the recommendations for 
imposition of punishment.

D. In-correct; A detail fact findings enquiry into the matter was conducted by Enquiry Officer 
DSP/Hqrs Lakki Marwat in accordance with law / rules and fulfill all legal / coda! formalities. 
The appellant was found guilty of the charges and recommended for imposition of suitable 
punishment.

E. In-correct: pertains to record.



eg)
F. 'In reply, it is stated that the appellant along with other Police officials were directly charged 

under PPG sections for commission of heinous act earlier, mentioned and proper ;
departmental enquiry proceedings were also initiated as per law / rules, according to which

4^

the allegations against the appellant stand proved without any shadow of doubt, hence 

dismissed from service by the authority.

G. In reply, it is submitted that appellant was a discipline force member / public servant and^ 

guardian of public life & property, ail the same the appellant concealed the design of offence 

which was his duty to prevent, also caused disappearance of evidence of offence. The 

appellant proved himself a black sheep for the Police Department, hence his retention in
■W-,

Police Department was no more required, therefore after legal / coda! formalities he was 

charged, in FIR under ,PPG section and imposed the major penalty i.e., dismissal, from 

service upon him.

H. !n~correct: The orders of the respondents were passed in accordance with law / rules and 

facts.

Prayer:

Keeping in vt of the) above facts and circumstances, it is humbly prayed that
appeal of appellant, beirfg not maintainable, may kindly be dismissed with costs.

\

Regional Police ffifficer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu

(Respondent No. 2)

InspectoryGdneral of Police 
KPkI P^hawar

(Respond^t No.3)

District Police Officer, 
Lakki Marwat

(Respondent No.1)

Qkb
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
Appeal No. 15190/2020.

Safi Ullah S/o Mir Qalam Khan,

R/o Zafar Mama Khel Serai Naurang 

Ex-Constable No.19 PS Gambeela

■!

(Appellant)
A

VERSUS

1) District Police Officer Lakki Marwat.

2) Regional Police Officer Bannu Region, Bannu.
3) Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar.

(Respondents)f

AFFIDAVIT

I. Mr. Younas Khan Sl/Legal representative for Respondents.do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of the accompanying comments 

submitted by me are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and 

that nothing has been concealed from this Honorable court.

%



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
Appeal No. 15190/2020.

4. ■ •

Safi Uliah S/o Mir Qaiam Khan,

R/o Zafar Mama Khel Serai Naurang 

Ex-Constabie No. 19 PS Gambeeia

/.

(Appellant)
VERSUS

1) District Police Officer Lakki Marwat'

2) Regional Police Officer Bannu Region, Bannu.

3) Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar.

(Respondents)

AUTHORITY LETTER

We, the undersigned do hereby authorized Mr. Younas Khan SI/ Legal 

Lakki Manwat to appear before the Honorable Service Tribunal KPK Peshawar.on 

behalf of respondents in the above cited titled case.

He is also authorized tb submit and sign all documents pertaining to the 

present subject writ^tition. /

Regional Pojfce Officer, 
Bannu Re^^on, Bannu

(Respondent No. 2)

Inspector General of Police 
KPK/p^shawar

(Resppn^nt No.3)

District Police Officer, 
Lakki Marwat

(Respondent No.1)
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
V Appeal No. 15190/2020.>-

i Safi Ullah S/o Mir Qalam Khan,
R/o Zafar Mama Khe! Serai Naurang 
Ex-Constable No.19 PS Gambeela

'

(Appellant)
VERSUS

1) District Police Officer Lakki Marwat. i
2) Regional Police Officer Bannu R^egion, Bannu.
3) Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar, j /

(Respondents)
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR '
Appeal No. 15190/2020.

/ ‘

Safi Ullah S/o Mir Qalam Khan,
R/o Zafar Mama Khel Serai Naurang 
Ex-Constab!e No.19 PS Gambila

(Appellant)
VERSUS

1) District Police Officer Lakki Marwat.
Regional Police Officer Bannu Region, Bannu. 
Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar.

2)
3)

(Respondents)
Para wise REPLY BY the RESPONDENT NO. 1.2 & 3

Respectfully Sheweth:

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:-

1) That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi.
2) That the appeal of appellant is not maintainable under the law and rules.
3) That the appeal is bad due to non-joinder and mis-joinder of necessary and proper parties.
4) That the appellant has approached the Honorable Tribunal with unclean hands.
5) That the appeal is badly time barred.

OBJECTIONS ON FACTS:-

1. Pertains to record.

2. In-correct; Brief facts of the case are that at the midnight of 25/26-09-2020 Constable 
Ali Muhammad No.674 received concrete information to the effect that one unknown 
Truck is carrying a huge quantity of narcotics / Chars to unknown place, upon which the 
above named Constable immediately informed (appellant) HC Ghulam Qadir regarding 
the Truck, in response HC Ghulam Qadir, PASl Shakir Khan along with other police 
contingent conducted Nakabandi & also informed appellant Irfan Ullah (Ex-SHO PS 
Gambila), in the meantime the suspicious Truck reached and seized by HC Ghulam 
Qadir & appellant Constable Muhammad Saeed No.897 (statement of Constable ah 
Muhammad as Annex "A’’). In the meanwhile, the appellant (Ex-SHO Gambila) along-with 
gunners namely appellant Safi Ullah 19/FC. Habib ur Rehman 7850/FC & Zubair Khan 
345/FC reached to the place of occurrence and total 120 Kg Charas (parcels) were 
recovered from the said Truck, white the petitioner Ex-SHO deputed PASl Shakir Khan 
to PP Manzar Faqir for conducting Nakabandi (statement of PASl Shakir Khan as Annex 
"B”). Appellant Ex-SHO, appellant Ghulam Qadir along with other Police party by joining 
hands with accused narcotics peddlers have'taken a huge amount a sum of Rs 
1600000/- / Sixteen Lacs as a bribe in lieu of concealing the facts and also shown only 
03 Kg Charas in version of case FIR No.171 dated 26-09-2020 u/s 9 CNSA (D) PS 
Gambila, besides one unknown accused was also illegally released on the spot, while 
one accused namely Ayub Khan s/o Raees Khan was arrested and charged in FIR 
based on concocted story by showing only 3 Kg charas instead of 120 Kg, which clearly 
shows the appellant inefficiency / Corruption and mala-fide intentions, punishable under 
section 118,119,164,200,201,202,490 of the Pakistan Penal Code, hence the 
Respondents have left with no other option except to register a case vide FIR No.180 
dated 06-10-2020 under the above PPC sections against the appellant along with other 
involved Police Officials. (Copy of fir dated 06-10-2020 already annexed by appellant as ”D”)



' 3. in-correct: this para has already replied in Para No.3 of the S.A No. 15700/2020, titled 
Irfan Uilah (Ex-SHO) & 04 others vs IGP KPK and others.

>-
4. In-correct; The statements of the other Police officials, who were eye witness of the same 

occurrence were also recorded, according to which total 120 KG narcotics / Charas recovery 
was made by the appellant (Ex~SHO Gambila) in the presence of the appellant Constable 
Safi Uilah No.19, thereby facilitate the drug peddlers / commission of an offence in lieu of 
huge amount and shown only 03 Kg Charas in the version of FIR and concealed the facts. 
(Statements already Annexed in Para No. ‘’2” ibid )

/
A

5. Pertains to record. However, detail reply already given in Para’s ibid.

6. In reply, it is stated that for such offence of the appellant, charge sheet based upon 
summary of allegations was issued, properly served upon appellant and DSP/HQrs Lakki 
Marwat was nominated as E.O with the directions to conduct facts findings enquiry. (Charge 
sheet already Annexed by appellant as "E”)

7. In-correct: this para has already explained in above Para No.3.

8. Pertains to record. The case of the petitioner'along-with others is under trial before the court 
concerned and not yet acquitted from the charges.

9. In-correct; A detail inquiry into the matter was conducted by DSP/Hqrs Lakki Marwat in 
accordance with law / rules and put-up findings to R.No.1 (competent authority), wherein the 
allegations leveled against the appellant stand proved, finally on the basis of findings of the E.O, the 
appellant was dismissed from service vide OB No.674 dated 27-10-2020. (Photocopy of findings 
report is Annex’C”)

10. As stated in Para 9 above.

11. Correct to the extent that appellant submitted departmental appeal for his 
re-instatement in service before R.No.2, accordingly appellant was afforded full 
opportunity of self-defense and personal hearing by R.No.2, but the appellant failed to 
substantiate his innocence, hence the appeal for re-instatement in service was 
rejected by the R.No.2 on 12-11-2020. (Rejection order already Annex by appellant as‘’L’’)

OBJECTIONS ON GROUNDS:-

A. In-correct: As stated in detail earlier in Para No.2, the appellant along with associated police 
party concealed the design of offence / facts in the FIR No. 171 dated 26-09-2020 by joining 
hands in gloves with accused drug peddler, which was clarified by the eye witness of the 
occurrence PASI Shakir Uilah & Constable Aii Muhammad, hence all the involved Police 
officials were charged under Pakistan Penal Code Section as already described in above para.

B. In-correct: Pertains to record, hence need no comments.

C. In-correct: A detail probe were made in the matter by Enquiry Officer DSP/Hqrs Lakki, who 
after fulfilled all legal / codal formalities and the appellants were found guilty of the charges 
leveled against them and put up findings report before R.No.1 with the recommendations for 
imposition of punishment.

D. In-correct; A detail fact findings enquiry into the matter was conducted by Enquiry Officer 
DSP/Hqrs Lakki Marwat in accordance with law / rules and fulfill all legal / codal formalities. 
The appellant was found guilty of the charges and recommended for imposition of suitable 
punishment.

E. In-correct: pertains to record.



(D
F. In reply, it is stated that the appellant along with other Police officials were directly charged 

under PPC sections for commission of heinous act earlier mentioned and proper . ,
departmental enquiry proceedings were also initiated as per law / rules, according to which . ,

y

the allegations against the appellant stand proved without any shadow of doubt, hence .?! 
dismissed from service by the authority.

'vf. •* • .

G. In reply, it is submitted that appellant was a discipline force member / public servant; and !; '^ 

guardian of public life & property, all the same the appellant concealed the design of offence
which was his duty to prevent, also caused disappearance of evidence of offence. The 

appellant proved himself a black sheep for the Police Department, hence his retention In 

Police Department was no more required, therefore after legal / coda! formalities he 

charged in FIR under PPC section and imposed the major penalty i.e.. dismissal from 

service upon him. '

was

H. In-correct: The orders of the respondents were passed in accordance with law / rules and 

facts.

■..
Prayer:

Keeping in vi' of the] above facts and circumstances, it is humbly prayed that 
appeal of appellant, beirfg not maintainable, may kindly be dismissed with costs.

Regional P^ice Officer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu

(Respondent No. 2)

Inspector jGeflheral of Police 
KPly P^hawar

(Resaond^t No.3)

District Police Officer, 
Lakki Marwat

(Respondent No.1)

I
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
Appeal No. 15190/2020.

J: / ■

Safi Ullah S/o Mir Qalam Khan,

R/o Zafar Mama Khel Serai Naurang 

Ex-Constable No. 19 PS Gambeela

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1) District Police Officer Lakki Marwat.

2) Regional Police Officer Bannu Region, Bannu.

3) Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar.

(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

I, Mr. Younas Khan Sl/Legal representative for Respondents do hereby
solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of the accompanying comments 

submitted by me are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and 

that nothing has been concealed from this Honorable court.

/



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
Appeal No. 15190/2020.\

r"
Safi Utiah S/o Mir Qalam Khan,

R/o Zafar Mama Khel Serai Naurang, 

Ex-Constabie No.19 PS Gambeeia ,

(Appellant)
VERSUS

1) District Police Officer Lakki Marwat.
2) Regional Police Officer Bannu Region, Bannu.

3) Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar.

(Respondents)

AUTHORITY LETTER

We, the undersigned do hereby authorized Mr. Younas Khan SI/ Legal 
Lakki Marwat to appear before the Honorable Service Tribunal KPK Peshawar on 

behalf of respondents in the above cited titled case.

He is also a 

present subject writ /Petition.
orized tb submit and sign all documents pertaining to the

Regional Pojfce Officer, 
Bannu Re^on, Bannu 

(Respondent No. 2)

Inspector General of Police 
KPKyPeshavvar

(Resppnotent No.3)

District Police Officer, 
Lakki Marwat 

(Respondent No.1)

/
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NSAf'.^26.09.2020.^^>"171 

Ib^ty 118-119-164-200-201-202-409

;05.10.2020/t;j^07^^Jl/Slt/05.10.2020

06.10.2020I

PPCf'..?

.;: l)m : •

oy t Po!k^ Officer 
Lakki Marwat
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